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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 6-24, as newly amended or presented, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
Claim 16 as newly amended, line 8 is confusing as it is not clear if/how the newly recited 
anchor pin relates back to the previously recited anchor pin of line 7. Lines 15-17 as 
newly amended are generally very confusing and not understood. Specifically, "said 
securement terminal" bridging lines 15 and 16 is not understood and lacks clear 
antecedent basis - note "securement terminals" as such are previously recited at both 
lines 5 and 8. Is the recited "terminal" of lines 15-16 intended to cooperate with the 
terminal of line 8? Such is not clearly supported by the instant specification. How does 
this "securement terminal" relate to the terminating members of lines 10-11. The claim 
is very confusing in this regard. In line 16, "said strap. ..ends" lacks clear antecedent 
basis as such elements are previously recited at both lines 5-6 and 10-11. The term 
"said securement terminal" bridging lines 16 and 17 is very confusing and lacks clear 
antecedent basis - note "securement terminals" as such are previously recited at lines 
5, 8, and 15. Is the recited "terminal" of lines 17-19 intended to cooperate with the 
terminal of line 8? Such is not clearly supported by the instant specification. How does 
this "securement terminal" relate to the terminating members of lines 10-11? The claim 
is very confusing in this regard. Note also, even a securing terminal in the form of a pin 
includes a loop end connecting the strap to the pin as disclosed. In lines 18-19, "said 
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securement terminals" lacks clear antecedent basis and is generally very confusing for 
the reasons discussed above regarding similar such terms. 

Claim 17 as newly amended is generally very confusing and not understood. How does 
the "anchor" of line 1 relate to the "anchor fitting" of the base claim? Are they the same 
element? The claim is not clear in this regard. Additionally, "said front surface of the 
anchor" lacks clear antecedent basis. 

Claim 18, "said inside surface" lacks clear antecedent basis as "inside surfaces" per se 
are previously recited at both base claim 16 - line 14 and in intervening claim 17. 
Claim 19 as newly amended is generally confusing and not understood. Note "said 
flexible tensile member" of line 5 lacks clear antecedent basis in view of the added 
language to base claim 16 at line 10. Note a similar confusing term appears in line 6. 
Claim 20 as amended is generally very confusing and not understood. As indicated in 
the last office action, the recited first and second tensile members are confusing as it is 
not clear if/how such members relate to the tensile member of the base claim in line 18 
thereof. The claim as recited would appear to positively recite three tensile members - 
such is confusing and inconsistent with the disclosed device. Additionally, the 
additional recitation of "a flexible tensile member" added to the base claim at line 10 
further makes understanding of this claim language difficult. The terms "said 
securement terminal" in both lines 2 and 3 are generally very confusing - note 
discussion above of similar terms included in base claim 16. 

Claim 21 as newly amended, lines 5-6 are confusing as it is not clear if/how the second 
recited anchor pin of line 6 relates back to the first recited anchor pin of line 5. In line 
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1 1 , "said anchor fitting" lacks antecedent basis. Lines 1 3-1 6 as newly amended are 
generally very confusing and not understood. Specifically, "said securement terminal" 
in line 13 is not understood and lacks clear antecedent basis - note "securement 
terminals" as such are previously recited at both lines 2 and 6. Is the recited "terminal" 
of line 13 intended to cooperate with the terminal of line 6? Such is not clearly 
supported by the instant specification. How does this "securement terminal" relate to 
the terminating members of lines 8-9. The claim is very confusing in this regard. In line 
14, "said strap. ..ends" lacks clear antecedent basis as such elements are previously 
recited at both lines 3-4 and 8-9. The term "said securement terminal" in line 14 is very 
confusing and lacks clear antecedent basis - note "securement terminals" as such are 
previously recited at lines 2, 6, and 13. Is the recited "terminal" of lines 14 intended to 
cooperate with the terminal of line 6? Such is not clearly supported by the instant 
specification. How does this "securement terminal" relate to the terminating members 
of lines 8-9? The claim is very confusing in this regard. Note also, even a securing 
terminal in the form of a pin includes a loop end connecting the strap to the pin as 
disclosed. In lines 15-16, "said securement terminals" lacks clear antecedent basis and 
is generally very confusing for the reasons discussed above regarding similar such 
terms. 

Claim 23, "said inside surface" lacks clear antecedent basis as "inside surfaces" per se 
are previously recited at both base claim 21 - line 12 and in intervening claim 22. 
Claim 24, the term "anchor system" in the preamble is inconsistent with the base claim 
preamble. In line 2, the recited flexible member is confusing as it is not clear if/how 
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such member relates back to the flexible members recited in the base claim at either of 
lines 7-8 or 15. The term "said securement terminal" in line 3 is confusing and lacks 
clear antecedent basis for reasons similar to those discussed above with regard to such 
terms in base claim 21 . The recited "first end" in line 2 is confusing as it is not clear 
if/how such term relates to the tensile member first end of the base claim. The terms 
"said first end" in line 3, "said anchor pin", and "said second end" lack clear antecedent 
basis. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 16-24, as newly amended/presented and as best understood, are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Lewis et al. '048. 

Lewis et al teaches an anchoring system for a load carried in a railcar including an 
anchor (track 4), a receiving section (e.g. one of the apertures 3) which is adapted to 
receive a "hook" (note slotted portion 22 defines a "hook" as broadly claimed) or a strap 
loop end (i.e. note strap loop end at 8 as broadly claimed), a securement aperture (i.e. 
another one of the apertures 3) adapted to receive pin 2+ which is fully insertable 
therein as broadly claimed, and a flexible tensile member 9 as broadly claimed and as 
best understood. 

Regarding claim 16 as newly amended and new claim 21, the cavity formed by the rear 
of the track middle section defines a "clearance cavity" as broadly claimed. The edges 
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of the track member 14 interface with a railcar support member (e.g. the car wall) for 
mounting as broadly claimed. The back portion of the rail above the opening 3 readable 
on the receiving section which engages element 18 is deemed to define a contoured 
surface which cooperates as broadly claimed and as best understood. 
Claims 17 and 22, the anchor is adapted as broadly claimed and as best understood. 
Note also, in as much as the pocket per se is not a positively recited element of the 
instant claimed combination, the functional/positional language relating thereto is given 
little patentable weight. 

Claims 18 and 23, the device is configured as broadly claimed and as best understood. 
Claim 24, the device is designed for use with multiple flexible straps/tension members 
and reads on the claim as broadly recited and as best understood. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 7-2-08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding the Lewis et al. reference, applicant indicates that the instant specification 
"makes it clear that the strap or steel binder may be looped through the receiving 
section" (emphasis added). While this is true, the instant claims as currently presented 
do not require such a limitation. Regarding claims 16 and 21 as newly presented, sewn 
web loop element 8 of Lewis et al. is deemed to define a binding loop end as broadly 
claimed and as best understood. The back contoured surface of Lewis et al. (see 
discussion of this surface in the section 102 rejection above) is "adapted to cooperate 
with and secure" the securement terminal of Lewis et al. which includes both pin 2 and 
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strap loop 8. Instant claims 16 and 21 further indicate that the strap loop end "is formed 
to comprise said securement terminal" (emphasis added). This language does not limit 
the securement terminal to only a strap loop (e.g. said securement terminal consisting 
of a strap loop). While the securement terminal of Lewis et al. includes pin element 2, 
the Lewis et al. securement terminal clearly comprises a strap loop at element 8. 
Moreover it should be noted, the numerous clarity issues around the terms "securement 
terminal" used throughout the claims and discussed under the section 1 1 2 rejection 
above make application of the prior art to the instant claims difficult. The prior art has 
been applied to the instant claims as best understood. 

In general applicant should note, clearly applicant's invention as disclosed is different 
from the prior art and very likely defines patentable subject matter. The instant claims 
as currently presented, however, are deemed sufficiently broad that application of the 
prior art under 35USC section 102 as discussed above is deemed warranted. 
Additionally, the inclusion of the numerous clarity issues identified under the section 112 
rejection above make application of the prior art cumbersome. 



5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen Gordon whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6661 . The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Stephen Gordon/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3612 



